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• Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The title of the invention Is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Terminal Disclaimer 

2. The terminal disclaimer filed on May 1 1 , 2000 disclaiming the terminal portion of 
any patent granted on this application which would extend beyond the expiration date of 
U.S. Patent No. 5,434,678 has been reviewed and is accepted. The terminal disclaimer 
has been recorded. 

Double Patenting 

3. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 
F.3d 1046. 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887. 225 

USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937. 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 
1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970);and, In re Thorington, 
418 F.2d 528. 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) may be 
used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double 
patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly 
owned with this application. See 37 CFR 1 .130(b). 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 

4. Claims 70-96 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness- 
type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-3 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,208,805 B1 in view of Russsell Mayo Sasnett (the article Reconfigurable Video 



submitted by applicant). 
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Regarding claim 70 of this application, claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,208.805 B1 
recites an apparatus capable of playing an optical disc storing (1) a video program 
including within a plurality of video segments for variably playing a scene of the video 
program; (2) segment information directly defining a plurality of video segments; and (3) 
at least one segment code for preventing a control function from interfering with a 
playing of a video segment; said apparatus comprising processing random accessing, 
and buffering means; and: 

means responsive to the segment code for preventing a control function of the 
apparatus from interfering with a playing of at least one video segment; 

means responsive to the segment information for selecting video segments from 
within the video program; and 

means for playing the selected video segments as a seamless version of, and 
from within the video program, the playing comprising a video buffering for seamlessly 
skipping over non-selected video segments included within the video program, however, 
claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,208,805 B1 does not specifically recite the claimed that the 
video segment information not superimposed on video information within a video 
segment and comprising video segment address information identifying a location of a 
video segment of the video program. 

Russell Mayo Sasnett teaches Reconfigurable Video System for allowing for the 
creation of indices and outlines and previewing and browsing information which have 
previously been unavailable to the medium. The Reconfigurable Video System having 
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video segment address information not superimposed on video information and 
identifying a location of a video segment of the video program (pages 39-40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the capability of addressing video segments as taught by 
Russell Mayo Sasnett into claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,208,805 B1 in order to simplify 
the process of searching for the desired video segments stored in the recording 
medium. 

Regarding claim 71 of this application, claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,208,805 B1 
also recited the claimed wherein the video segment information is logically segmented 
to permit concurrent processing with a playing of a video segment (means responsive to 
the segment code for preventing a control function of the apparatus from interfering with 
a playing of at least one video segment). 

Regarding claim 72 of this application, as discussed in claim 70 of this 
application, the combination of claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6.208,805 B1 and Russell 
Mayo Sasnett discloses all the claimed limitations except for providing wherein one of 
the play control functions is a user interface function. 

Russell Mayo Sasnett also teaches an user interface function includes in his 
Reconfigurable Video System (Menu screens disclosed in pages 48-49). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the Menu screens as taught by Russell Mayo Sasnett into claim 
1 of U.S. Patent No. 6.208,805 81 in order to simplify the process of searching for the 
desired video segments stored in the recording medium. 
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Regarding claim 73 of this application, claim 2 of U.S. Patent No. 6,208,805 B1 
recites the claimed wherein one of the play control functions is a segment skip function. 

Regarding claim 74 of this application, claim 3 of U.S. Patent No. 6,208,805 B1 
recites the claimed wherein one of the play control functions is a fast-fonward function. 

Regarding clam 75 of this application, as discussed in claim 70 of this 
application, the combination of claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,208,805 B1 and Russell 
Mayo Sasnett discloses all the claimed limitations except for providing wherein one of 
the play control functions is a pause function. 

The capability of pause the video signal playing back from the recording medium 
is old and well known in the art and; therefore. Official Notice is taken. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the well known pause function into claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,208,805 81 in order to allow the user to pause the playing back of the video signal 
from the recording medium during phone conversation. 

Claims 76-80 of this application are rejected over claims 1-3 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,208,805 B1 and Russell Mayo Sasnett for the same reasons as discussed in claims 
70-74 of this application above. 

Claims 81-85 of this application are also rejected over claims 1-3 of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,208,805 B1 and Russell Mayo Sasnett for the same reasons as discussed in 
claims 70-74 of this application above. 
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Claims 86-91 of this application are rejected over claims 1-3 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,208,805 B1 and Russell Mayo Sasnett for the same reasons as discussed in claims 
70-75 of this application above 

Claims 92-96 of this application are rejected over claims 1-3 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,208,805 B1 and Russell Mayo Sasnett for the same reasons as discussed in claims 
70-74 of this application above. 

5. Claims 70-96 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness- 
type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-3 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,304,715 B1 in view of Russell Mayo Sasnett (the article Reconfigurable Video 
submitted by applicant). 

Regarding claim 70 of this application, claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,304,715 B1 
recites a laser readable disc for use in conjunction with a playback apparatus having a 
random access capability and a plurality of control functions for selectively playing 
separately addressed video segments, said laser readable disc comprising: 

at least one spiral track storing a video program comprising a plurality of 
separately addressable video segments; 

video segment address information directly defining said plurality of separately 
addressable video segments; and 

at least one segment code. In addition to said address information, for preventing 
at least one of said control functions of said apparatus from interfering with a playing of 
at least one of said plurality of separately addressable video segments. However, claim 
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1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,304.715 B1 does not specifically recite the claimed that the video 
segment information not superimposed on video information within a video segment. 

Russell Mayo Sasnett teaches Reconfigurable Video System for allowing for the 
creation of indices and outlines and previewing and browsing information which have 
previously been unavailable to the medium. The Reconfigurable Video System having 
video segment address information not superimposed on video information and 
identifying a location of a video segment of the video program (pages 39-40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the capability of addressing video segments as taught by 
Russell Mayo Sasnett into claim 1 of U.S. Patent No, 6.304,715 B1 in order to simplify 
the process of searching for the desired video segments stored in the recording 
medium. 

Regarding claim 71 of this application, claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,304,715 B1 
also recited the claimed wherein the video segment information is logically segmented 
to permit concurrent processing with a playing of a video segment (at least one segment 
code, in addition to said address information, for preventing at least one of said control 
functions of said apparatus from interfering with a playing of at least one of said plurality 
of separately addressable video segments). 

Regarding claim 72 of this application, as discussed in claim 70 of this 
application, the combination of claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6.304,715 B1 and Russell 
Mayo Sasnett discloses all the claimed limitations except for providing wherein one of 
the play control functions is a user interface function. 
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Russell Mayo Sasnett also teaches an user interface function Includes in his 
Reconfigurable Video System (Menu screens disclosed in pages 48-49). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the Menu screens as taught by Russell Mayo Sasnett Into claim 
1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,304,715 B1 in order to simplify the process of searching for the 
desired video segments stored in the recording medium. 

Regarding claim 73 of this application, claim 2 of U.S. Patent No. 6,304,715 B1 
recites the claimed wherein one of the play control functions Is a segment skip function. 

Regarding claim 74 of this application, claim 3 of U.S. Patent No. 6,304,715 B1 
recites the claimed wherein one of the play control functions is a fast-fonward function. 

Regarding clam 75 of this application, as discussed in claim 70 of this 
application, the combination of claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 6,304,715 B1 and Russell 
Mayo Sasnett discloses all the claimed limitations except for providing wherein one of 
the play control functions is a pause function. 

The capability of pause the video signal playing back from the recording medium 
is old and well known in the art and; therefore. Official Notice is taken. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the well known pause function into claim 1 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,304,715 B1 in order to allow the user to pause the playing back of the video signal 
from the recording medium during phone conversation. 
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Claims 76-80 of this application are rejected over claims 1-3 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,304,715 B1 and Russell Mayo Sasnett for the same reasons as discussed in claims 
70-74 of this application above. 

Claims 81-85 of this application are also rejected over claims 1-3 of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,304,715 B1 and Russell Mayo Sasnett for the same reasons as discussed in 
claims 70-74 of this application above. 

Claims 86-91 of this application are rejected over claims 1-3 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,304,715 B1 and Russell Mayo Sasnett for the same reasons as discussed in claims 
70-75 of this application above 

Claims 92-96 of this application are rejected over claims 1-3 of U.S. Patent No. 
6,304,715 81 and Russell Mayo Sasnett for the same reasons as discussed in claims 
70-74 of this application above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 70-96 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yasue (JP Laid open Patent Application H3-1 36485) in view of Russell Mayo Sasnett 
(the article Reconfigurable Video submitted by applicant). 

Regarding claim 70 of this application, Yasue discloses a laser readable disc 
(optical video disk system disclosed in page 630, lines 25-40) for use in conjunction with 



Application/Control Number: 09/478,825 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2615 

an apparatus capable of playing the laser readable disc, the apparatus having a random 
access capability and a plurality of play control functions (special replay or random 
access disclosed in page 629, lines 30-50), the laser readable disc comprising: 

at least one track storing a video program having a plurality of video segments 
each including video information (optical video disk system disclosed in page 630, lines 
25-40); and 

a segment code (a second information identification code disclosed in page 630, 
last paragraph) superimposed on the video signal to indicate whether at least one play 
control function of the apparatus is to be prohibited during a playing of the video 
segment. However, Yasue does not specifically discloses video segment address 
information identifying a location of a video segment of the video program and that the 
video segment address information and the segment code are not superimposed on 
video information within a video segment, 

Russell Mayo Sasnett teaches Reconfigurable Video System for allowing for the 
creation of indices and outlines and previewing and browsing information which have 
previously been unavailable to the medium. The Reconfigurable Video System having 
video segment address information not superimposed on video information and 
identifying a location of a video segment of the video program (pages 39-40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the capability of addressing video segments as taught by 
Russell Mayo Sasnett into Yasue's system in order to simplify the process of searching 
for the desired video segments stored in the recording medium. 
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Regarding claim 71 of this application, Yasue also discloses the claimed wherein 
the video segment information is logically segmented to permit concurrent processing 
with a playing of a video segment (the capability of prohibiting the mode in which 
information such as special replay or random access is skipped in viewing disclosed in 
page 629, lines 25-30). 

Regarding claim 72 of this application, as discussed in claim 70 of this 
application, the combination of Yasue and Russell Mayo Sasnett discloses all the 
claimed limitations except for providing wherein one of the play control functions is a 
user interface function. 

Russell Mayo Sasnett also teaches an user interface function includes in his 
Reconfigurable Video System (Menu screens disclosed in pages 48-49). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the Menu screens as taught by Russell Mayo Sasnett into 
Yasue in order to simplify the process of searching for the desired video segments 
stored in the recording medium by using menus. 

Regarding claim 73 of this application, Yasue further disclose the claimed 
wherein one of the play control functions is a segment skip function (the capability of 
prohibiting the skip-viewing mode during replay of the second information disclosed in 
page 630, lines 10-20). 

Regarding claim 74 of this application, as discussed in claim 70 of this 
application, the combination of Yasue and Russell Mayo Sasnett discloses all the 
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claimed limitations except for providing wherein one of the play control functions is a 
fast-foHA^ard function. 

Yasue also teaches prohibiting the mode in which information such as special 
replay or random access is skipped in viewing (page 629, lines 25-30). 

It is old and well known in the art that fast-forward function is one type of 
special replay; therefore, Official Notice is taken. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the well known fast-fonA/ard function into the Yasue's system 
since it merely amounts to selecting an alternative equivalent special replay function. 

Regarding clam 75 of this application, as discussed in claim 70 of this 
application, the combination of Yasue and Russell Mayo Sasnett discloses all the 
claimed limitations except for providing wherein one of the play control functions is a 
pause function. 

Yasue also teaches prohibiting the mode in which information such as special 
replay or random access is skipped in viewing (page 629, lines 25-30). 

It is old and well known in the art that pause function is one type of special 
replay; therefore, Official Notice is taken. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the well known pause function into the Yasue's system since it 
merely amounts to selecting an alternative equivalent special replay function. 

Claims 76-80 of this application are rejected over Yasue and Russell Mayo 
Sasnett for the same reasons as discussed in claims 70-74 of this application above. 
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Claims 81-85 of this application are also rejected over Yasue and Russell Mayo 
Sasnett for the same reasons as discussed in claims 70-74 of this application above. 

Claims 86-91 of this application are rejected over Yasue and Russell Mayo 
Sasnett for the same reasons as discussed in claims 70-75 of this application above 

Claims 92-96 of this application are rejected over Yasue and Russell Mayo 
Sasnett for the same reasons as discussed in claims 70-74 of this application above. 
8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thai Iran whose telephone number is (703) 305-4725. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. to Friday, 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9197 (toll-free). | 



